that if the Hindus and Muslims continued to be ene-
mies of one another, it was bound to lead to war, which
would mean the ruin of both the dominions. It was
the duty of the Government to offer protection to all
who looked up to it, wherever they were and to what-
ever religion they belonged. Ultimately, the protec-
tion of one's faith lay with oneself.
MR. CHURCHILL AGAIN
He then referred to Mr. Churchill's second speech
in which he had attacked the Labour Government for
bringing ruin upon India. They had liquidated the
empire., he said, and brought misery upon India's
masses. He was afraid the same fate would befall Burma.
Was the wish father to the thought? Mr. Churchill
was a great man. It hurt him (the speaker) that he
should have spoken in that manner again. He put party
before the nation. India consisted of seven lakhs of
villages. These seven lakhs of villages had not run
amuck. But supposing that they did, would that be a
justification for reducing India to slavery? Was it only
the good who had a right to freedom? It was the
British who had taught us that freedom with drunken-
ness was any day preferable to slavery with sobriety.
We were rightly taught that self-government included
the right to misgovernment and that good government
was no substitute for self-government. Socialism was
Mr. Churchill's bete noire. Labour could not be other
than socialist. Socialism was a great doctrine. It did
not admit of condemnation, but wise application. Socia-
lists may be bad, not socialism. The victory of the
Labour Party in England was the victory of socialism.
Labour Government was a government by labour. He
had long held the view that when labour realized its
62